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I. INTRODUCTION

The purpose of the Child Care Food Program (CCFP), which began as a pilot program under
the National School Lunch Act Amendments of 1968, is to encourage and assist in the provision of
nutritious meals to children cared for in child care centers and child care programs in private homes,
called family day care homes (FDCHS).1 To meet this end, the program provides Federal funds to
child care providers in the form of reimbursements for each meal and snack served, up to a daily limit
of two meals and one snack per enrolled child. Reimbursement rates for child care centers vary
depending on the family income of the child to whom the meal or snack is served. Before the
enactment of the Child Nutrition Amendments of 1978, the reimbursement rates of FDCHs mirrored
those of child care centers. Under the 1978 Amendments, however, the income-related
reimbursement scheme was eliminated for FDCHs, and FDCH providers were to be reimbursed at
the same rate for meals and snacks served to all children in their care, regardless of the child’s family
income. This distinction in reimbursement between child care centers and FDCHs continues under
the current program, with one exception--the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981 eliminated
reimbursements to FDCHs for meals and snacks served to the provider’s own children when the
provider’s family income is greater than 185 percent of the poverty threshold.?

This report focuses on FDCHs that participate in the CCFP (referred to hereafter as

participating FDCHs). In particular, FDCHSs in which the providers care for their own children are

11n 1987, the National School Lunch Act was amended to allow participation in the CCFP by
certain adult day care centers. In 1989, the Child Nutrition and WIC Reauthorization Act (P.L. 101-
147) changed the name of the program from the Child Care Food Program to the Child and Adult
Care Food Program. This report uses data that were collected in 1986 and 1987 and focuses entirely
on the child care component of the program.

The regulations for the CCFP define the income eligibility criteria in terms of the provider’s
family income; because information on the provider’s household, not family, income was available in
the data used for this memo, the results presented here refer to the provider’s household income.
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examined. The objective of this report is two-fold: (1) to compare the characteristics of FDCHs in
which the providers care for their own children with those of FDCHs in which they do not; and (2)
focusing only on FDCHs in which the providers do care for their own children, to compare the
characteristics of FDCHs in which the providers claim their children’s meals and snacks for
reimbursement with those in which they do not. The data used in this analysis are from a study of
the CCFP conducted by Glantz et al. (1988) and pertain to the program as it operated in 1986; these
data inctude information on participating CCFP sponscrs,3 child care centers, and FDCHs, as well
as the children cared for in those institutions (referred to as participating children), and the children’s

households.4

31n order to participate in the CCFP, a FDCH must be sponsored by a nonprofit, tax-exempt
institution.

“For more information on the data, see Allin and Long (1990).
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II. A COMPARISON OF FDCHS IN WHICH THE PROVIDERS CARE FOR THEIR
OWN CHILDREN WITH THOSE IN WHICH THEY DO NOT

Providers’ own children are cared for in just over half (53 percent) of participating FDCHs
and represent approximately 9 percent of all children cared for in participating FDCHs. Below we
compare the characteristics of FDCHs in which the providers care for their own children (referred
to hereafter as Type 1 FDCHs) with those in which they do not (Type 2 FDCHs).1 FDCH
characteristics, such as days per week that the FDCHs are open, are presented in Table 1, while
characteristics of the individuals who actually provide the child care within the FDCHs, such as their
education and income, are presented in Table 2. In addition, we examine the characteristics of the
participating children in the two groups of FDCHs (Table 3), and the characteristics of the children’s

households (Table 4).

A. CHARACTERISTICS OF FDCHS

As seen in Table 1, the amount of time that FDCHs provide child care does not appear to
be influenced by whether the providers care for their own children. In both types of FDCHs, care
is provided, on average, 51 weeks per year, 5 days per week, 62 hours per week, and almost 12 hours
per day. A priori, one might think that, since the providers already provide care for their own
children, Type 1 FDCHs would be open for more hours or more weeks in the year, but this does not
appear to be true.

On average, Type 1 FDCHs provide care for about 8 children, while Type 2 FDCHs provide

care for slightly more than 7. In terms of full-time equivalent children, Type 1 FDCHs provide care

IThe providers in these two groups of FDCHs are referred to hereafter as Type 1 and Type 2
providers.



TABLE 1

CHARACTERISTICS OF FDCHS BY WHETHER THE PROVIDERS
CARE FOR THEIR OWN CHILDREN

(Weighted; Means, Except As Noted)

Participating FDCHs

FDCHs in Which the
FDCHs in Which the Providers Do Not Care

Providers Care for Their for Their Own
Characteristic Own Children Children
(Type 1) (Type 2)

Availability of Care in the FDCH:

Number of weeks per year 512 S1.1

Number of days per week 52 52

Number of hours per week 62.0 61.7

Number of hours per day 11.6 11.5
Children Cared for in the FDCH:?

Number of children 7.9 7.3

Number of full-time equivalent

children® 6.1 5.4

Number of provider’s own children 1.9 0.0
Percent of FDCHs Which Care for:

Infants 49.4 359

Toddlers 79.8 76.2

Pre-schoolers 91.8 83.8

School-age children 78.1 513
Percent of FDCHs Which Serve:

Breakfast 84.9 82.8

Morning snack 53.1 57.3

Lunch 90.3 94.5

Afternoon snack 96.3 94.6

Supper 44.8 46.9
Number of FDCHs:

Weighted 44,499 39,966

Unweighted 223 194

Source: CCFP Study, Family Day Care Provider Interview.
3Includes the provider’s own children, if any, who are cared for in the FDCH.

®The provider’s own children are assumed to be in care full time.



for 6 children and Type 2 FDCHs provide care for approximately 5-1/2. There are, on average, 2 of
the provider’s own children in a Type 1 FDCH.

Type 1 FDCHs are more flexible in terms of the ages of children for which they provide care.
A larger percentage of these FDCHs care for each of the four age groups listed in Table 1 (infants,
toddlers, pre-school children, and school-age children) than is true for Type 2 FDCHs. The biggest
differences involve infants and school-age children: 49 percent of Type 1 FDCHs provide care for
infants, compared with 36 percent of Type 2 FDCHs, and 78 percent of Type 1 FDCHs care for
school age children, compared with 51 percent of Type 2 FDCHs. These two age groups are likely
to require more time and/or flexibility on the part of the day care provider; thus, it is reasonable that
providers who care for their own children are more willing to care for them.

There are no important differences in the types of meals served by Type 1 and Type 2
FDCHs. Lunches and afternoon snacks are most commonly served by both types of FDCHs; they
are served in over 90 percent of participating FDCHs. Breakfasts and morning snacks are also served

by over 50 percent of FDCHs; only suppers are served by less than half of the participating FDCHs.

B. CHARACTERISTICS OF PROVIDERS

As seen in Table 2, there are some striking differences between the individuals who provide
child care in Type 1 and Type 2 FDCHs. For example, Type 1 providers are more likely to be high
school graduates; while 85 percent of Type 1 providers are high school graduates, only 65 percent of
Type 2 providers have a high school education. Fifty-two percent of Type 1 providers, compared with
34 percent of Type 2 providers, have more than a high school education. It is possible that the Type
1 providers became involved in caring for other people’s children because they had children of their
own, even though they may havé had other career plans before they had children, whereas the Type
2 providers may have intended from early on to be day care providers. These possible differences

in long-term career goals may be reflected in the observed education differential.

5



TABLE 2

CHARACTERISTICS OF FDCH PROVIDERS BY WHETHER THE PROVIDERS
CARE FOR THEIR OWN CHILDREN

(Weighted; Percentages, Except As Noted)

Participating FDCH Providers

FDCHs in Which the FDCHs in Which the
. Providers Care for Providers Do Not Care for
Characteristic Their Own Children Their Own Children
(Type 1) (Type 2)
Education of Provider:
Not high school graduate 14.72 352
High school graduate 339 314
More than high school graduate 51.8 335
Household Income of Provider:
Less than $9,000 11.1 29.9
$9,000 - $15,000 10.8 18.0
$15,000 - $20,000 18.4 2.3
Greater than 520,000 59.7 42.8
Household Income Information is 4.9 12.2
Missing
Percentage of Provider’s Househoid
Income Received From Child Care:
100 percent 7.5 24.1
76 10 99 percent 1.2 2.5
51 to 75 percent 5.3 10.5
26 to 50 percent 36.7 22,7
25 percent or less 49.2 40.2
Information Regarding the Share of 9.5 11.0
Income Received from Child Care
Is Missing
CCFP Reimbursement as a Percent of
Child Care Income:
75 to 100 percent 0.9 32
50 to less than 75 percent 9.4 8.2
25 to less than 50 percent 38.2 21.0
Less than 25 percent 514 67.5
Information Regarding the Share of 6.8 11.4

Child Care Income Received from
CCFP Reimbursements is Missing

Number of Years As an FDCH 2.3 3.45
Provider Before Entering the CCFP
(Mean)

Number of Years Provider Has 3.4 4.2%
Participated in the CCFP {mean)

Provider Has Had Training Related 59.7 55.1

to Child Care

Number of Providers:

Weighted 44,499 39,966
Unweighted 223 194

SOURCE: CCFP Study, Family Day Care Provider Interview.
40ne case is missing data for this variable.

bSix cases are missing data for this variable.



Type 2 providers tend to have lower household incomes than Type 1 providers. While only
22 percent of Type 1 providers have a household income that is less than $15,000, 48 percent of Type
2 providers fall into that category.

For most participating FDCH providers, the income received from child care is less than 50
percent of total household income, regardless of whether the providers care for their own children.
However, child care income is more likely to represent 100 percent of household income if the
providers do not care for their own children; child care income is 100 percent of household income
for 24 percent of Type 2 providers and only 7 to 8 percent of Type 1 providers. This finding supports
the hypothesis that Type 1 providers became FDCH providers because they were going to be home
with their own children anyway, whereas many Type 2 providers view the job as their career and rely
on those earnings as their sole source of income.

For two-thirds of Type 2 providers and about half of Type 1 providers, CCFP reimbursements
constitute less than 25 percent of the provider’s child care income, which is comprised of hourly fees
and CCFP reimbursements. CCFEFP reimbursements constitute 25 percent or more of total child care
income for 32 percent of Type 2 providers, compared with 49 percent of Type 1 providers. The
finding that CCFP reimbursements constitute a greater proportion of child care income for Type 1
providers could be due to the fact that these providers do not receive fees for providing care to their
own children, whereas some do receive CCFP reimbursements for the meals and snacks served to
their own children, or it could imply that Type 1 providers tend to charge lower fees than Type 2
providers for the care they provide to other people’s children.

Type 2 providers are likely to have been day care providers and in the CCFP longer than
Type 1 providers. Considering years both before and after joining the CCFP, Type 2 providers have
been day care providers for almost 2 years longer, on average, than Type 1 providers (7.6 years

compared with 5.7 years). They have participated in the CCFP close to 1 year longer.



Above it was argued that Type 2 providers might be more likely to consider day care their
chosen career than Type 1 providers. If this is true, one might expect the former group to have had
more training related to child care than the latter. However, according to these data, there is little
difference between the two groups in the percentage of providers with training; in fact, a slightly

greater percentage of Type 1 providers report that they have had training related to child care.

C. CHARACTERISTICS OF PARTICIPATING CHILDREN

The participating children in Type 1 FDCHs are very similar to the participating children in
Type 2 FDCHs in terms of the amount of time that they participate in care, the number of meals and
snacks they receive in care, the percentage who are handicapped or special needs children, their
average age, and the percentage who bring a meal or snack from home, as seen in Table 3. The only
real differences between the two groups of children are in the distributions of the children by age
(i.e., infant, toddler, pre-school, and school-age) and by race/ethnicity.

Among both groups of children, the most common age group is pre-schoolers. A smaller
percentage of the participating children in Type 1 FDCHs are toddlers and a greater percentage are
school-age children. Although Type 1 FDCHs are more likely than Type 2 FDCHs to report that
they provide care for infants (see Table 1), there is no difference in the percentages of the

participating children in the two types of FDCHs that are infants.

The most pronounced difference between the participating children in Type 1 and Type 2
FDCHs is the distribution of children by race/ethnicity. Type 1 FDCHs contain a greater percentage
of white children (85 percent compared with 75 percent) and a smaller percentage of nonwhite/non-
Hispanic children (11 percent compared with 20 percent) than Type 2 FDCHs. Given that Type 2
providers tend to have lower household incomes than Type 1 providers (see Table 2), it is likely that
more of these providers live in low-income areas with relatively large minority populations and

therefore care for a greater percentage of minority children.

8



TABLE 3

CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILDREN CARED FOR IN FDCHS BY WHETHER
THE PROVIDERS CARE FOR THEIR OWN CHILDREN

(Weighted; Means, Except As Noted)

Children Cared for in Participating FDCHs

FDCHs in Which the FDCHs in Which the
Providers Care for Their Providers Do Not Care
Own Children for Their Own Children
(Type 1) (Type 2)

Participation in Child Care:

Number of days per week 4.6 4.6

Number of hours per week 33.6 348

Number of hours per day 7.1 7.4
Number of Meals Served to Child

by Provider per Day 1.4 1.6
Number of Snacks Served to

Children by Provider per Day 1.5 1.5
Percentage of Children Who Are

Handicapped or Special Needs

Children 24 2.7
Average Age of Child 4.1 39
Percentage of Children Who Are:

Infants 15.2 15.8

Toddlers 13.8 18.7

Pre-schoolers 45.2 45.2

School-age children 25.8 203
Race/Ethnicity of Child (percent):

White/non-Hispanic 84.5 75.2

Nonwhite/non-Hispanic 11.0 20.0

Hispanic 4.6 4.8
Percent of Children in FDCH that

Bring a Meal or Snack from

Home 38 3.1
Number of Children:

Weighted 273,272 289,807

Unweighted 723 694

SOURCE: CCFP Study, Parent and Family Day Care Provider Interviews.

NOTE: Seventy-two observations were excluded from this table because of missing data.



D. CHARACTERISTICS OF HOUSEHOLDS OF PARTICIPATING CHILDREN

Households of participating children in Type 2 FDCHs tend to have lower incomes, on
average, than households of participating children in Type 1 FDCHs, although the difference is not
large, and they are somewhat more likely to have an income that is at or below 185 percent of the
poverty threshold, as seen in Table 4. In addition, households of participating children in Type 2
FDCHs are slightly more likely to receive benefit payments from five of six selected assistance
programs, the exception being housing assistance.

The remainder of Table 4 shows few differences between the households of participating
children in Type 1 FDCHs and households of participating children in Type 2 FDCHs. In terms of
household size, number of children in the household, the mother’s employment status, the percentage
of households headed by a single female, and parents’ ratings of the meals served in day care, the two
groups of households are quite similar. It is interesting that the meals served in Type 1 FDCHs,
where the providers’ children are also being served, are slightly more likely than those served in Type
2 FDCHs to be rated by parents as being poor to adequate; however, in both types of FDCHs, the

ratings are very positive.
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TABLE 4

CHARACTERISTICS OF HOUSEHOLDS OF CHILDREN CARED FOR IN FDCHS BY
WHETHER THE PROVIDERS CARE FOR THEIR OWN CHILDREN

(Weighted; Percentages, Except As Noted)

Children Cared for in Participating FDCHs

FDCHs in Which the FDCHs in Which the
Providers Care for Their Providers Do Not Care
Own Children for Their Own Children
Characteristic (Type 1) (Type 2)
Household Income (mean) $25,299 $23,925
Percent of Children with Household Income:
Less than or equal to 185% of poverty 27.2 33.9
Greater than 185% of poverty 72.8 66.1
Household Receives Benefits from:
AFDC 43 5.4
Food stamps 4.0 5.9
WIC 7.0 7.1
Housing assistance 6.3 5.7
Energy assistance 31 5.1
Child care subsidies 11.7 12.5
Average Food Stamp Benefit Among
Households that Receive Food Stamps
(mean) 5112 $126
Household Size (mean) 3.5 3.5
Number of Children Younger Than 18 in
Household (mean) 1.6 1.6
Mother’s Employment Status in Househoids
Where the Mother is Present:?
Not employed 10.5 11.4
Employed part time 16.5 14.6
Employed full time 73.0 74.1
Single Female Head of Household® 21.0 22.7
Parents Rate Meals Served in Care as:
Poor to adequate 5.1 4.3
Very good to excellent 90.2 91.9
Parents were unable to rate the meals served 4.6 39
Number of Households:
Weighted 206,426 232,289
Unweighted 723 694

SOURCE: CCFP Study, Parent and Family Day Care Provider Interviews.

NOTE:  Seventy-two observations were excluded from this table because of missing data.

ty g
#The mother was not present in 19 households (unweighted in which the providers care for their own children
and 14 households (unweighted) in which the providers do not care for their own children.

PHouseholds in which only the child’s mother was present were assumed to be headed by the mother.
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III. COMPARISON OF PROVIDERS WHO CLAIM THE MEALS
AND SNACKS SERVED TO THEIR OWN CHILDREN FOR
REIMBURSEMENT WITH THOSE WHO DO NOT

As discussed above, FDCH providers whose family incomes are above 185 percent of the
poverty threshold cannot claim reimbursement for the meals and snacks served to their own children.
In this section, we examine only FDCHs in which the providers do care for their own children (Type
1 FDCHs). We compare FDCHs, and the participating children in those FDCHs, in which the
providers claim their own children’s meals and snacks for reimbursement (referred to hereafter as
Type 1A FDCHs) with those in which they do not (referred to hereafter as Type 1B FDCHs). As
seen in the bottom portion of Table 5, of the 44,500 FDCHs in which providers care for their own
children, 16,500, or 37 percent, of the providers claim their own children’s meals and snacks for CCFP

reimbursement.

A. CHARACTERISTICS OF FDCHS

On average, Type 1A FDCHs are open more hours per week (67 hours compared with 60
hours) and provide care for fewer children than Type 1B FDCHs. Type 1B FDCHs provide care to
close to 9 children (about 7 full-time equivalent children), on average, while Type 1A FDCHs provide
care for approximately 7 children (5 full-time equivalent children). In both types of FDCHs, the
providers care for about 2 of their own children, on average.

Type 1A FDCHs are less likely to provide care for infants, toddlers, and pre-school children
than Type 1B FDCHs. For example, while 59 percent of Type 1B FDCHs provide care for infants,
only 33 percent of Type 1A FDCH:s do so.

There are also substantial differences between the two types of FDCHs with regard to the
types of meals and snacks served. Type 1B FDCHs are more likely to serve breakfast and lunch, and

much less likely to serve supper, than are Type 1A FDCHs.
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TABLE 5

CHARACTERISTICS OF FDCHS BY WHETHER THE PROVIDERS CLAIM THEIR OWN
CHILDREN’S MEALS AND SNACKS FOR REIMBURSEMENT

(Weighted; Means, Except As Noted)

Participating FDCHs in Which the Providers Care for
Their Own Children

Providers Do Not Claim
Providers Claim Their Own  Their Own Children’s Meals

Children’s Meals and and Snacks for
Snacks for Reimbursement Reimbursement

Characteristic (Type 1A) (Type 1B)
Availability of Care in the FDCH:

Number of weeks per year 51.4 51.1

Number of days per week 5.5 3.1

Number of hours per week 66.7 59.2

Number of hours per day? 11.8 11.4
Children Cared for in the FDCH:?

Number of children 6.7 8.7

Number of full-time

equivalent children® 5.1 6.7
Number of provider’s own
children 2.0 1.8

Percent of FDCHs that Care for:

Infants 32.5 59.4

Toddlers 66.7 87.5

Pre-schoolers 83.2 96.8

School-age children 75.4 79.7
Percent of FDCHs That Serve:

Breakfast 79.3 88.2

Morning snack 52.8 533

Lunch 80.7 95.9

Alfternoon snack 94.1 97.5

Supper 67.0 31.7
Number of FDCHs:

Weighted 16,468 28,031

Unweighted 80 143

SOURCE: CCFP Study, Family Day Care Provider Interview
4This variable was created by MPR; it equals hours per week divided by days per week.
PIncludes the provider’s own children, if any, who are cared for in the FDCH.

“The provider's own children are assumed to be in care full time.
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B. CHARACTERISTICS OF PROVIDERS

By definition, providers in Type 1A FDCHs have lower incomes than those in Type 1B
FDCHs. Table 6 presents data on the household income and other characteristics of the individuals
who provide child care in the two types of FDCHs. It shows that Type 1A providers are much more
likely to have less than a high school education than are Type 1B providers, and, as expected, they
are much more likely to have a household income that is less than $20,000.

Not only do Type 1A providers have lower incomes, but the income they receive from child
care constitutes a larger portion of their total household income. Child care income constitutes more
than 50 percent of total household income for 26 percent of Type 1A providers and only 8 percent
of Type 1B providers. Similarly, CCFP reimbursements constitute a larger portion of total child care
income for Type 1A providers. CCFP reimbursements constitute at least 50 percent of child care
income for 26 percent of Type 1A providers and only 3 percent of Type 1B providers.

There are no major differences between the two types of providers in terms of length of
tenure as a day care provider, number of years of participation in the CCFP, or training. On average,
all of these providers have been FDCH providers for approximately 5-1/2 years and have participated
in the CCFP for between 3 and 3-1/2 years. About 60 percent of the providers have had training

related to child care.

C. CHARACTERISTICS OF PARTICIPATING CHILDREN

Twenty-seven percent of all participating children in FDCHs in which the providers care for
their own children are cared for in homes where the providers claim their own children’s meals and
snacks for reimbursement (Type 1A). In most respects, the participating children in Type 1A FDCHs
are very similar to those in Type 1B FDCHs, as seen in Table 7. However, the distributions by

race/ethnicity of the participating children in the two types of FDCHs are very different. Type 1A

14



TABLE 6

CHARACTERISTICS OF FDCH PROVIDERS BY WHETHER THE PROVIDERS CLAIM
THEIR OWN CHILDREN'S MEALS AND SNACKS FOR REIMBURSEMENT

(Weighted; Percentages, Except As Noted)

Participating FDCHS in Which the Providers Care for Their Own Children

Providers Claim Their Own Children’s
Meals and Snacks for Reimbursement

Providers Do Not Claim Their Own
Children’s Meals and Snacks for
Reimbursement

Characteristic (Type 1A) (Type 1B)
Education of Provider:
Not high school graduate 25.4% 8.6
High school graduate 36.0 32.7
More than high school graduate 38.7 58.7
Household Income of Provider:
Less than $9,000 23.5 4.0
$9,000 - $15,000 26.4 1.9
$15,000 - $20,000 24.8 14.7
Greater than $20,000 253 79.4
Household Income Information is 6.4 4.0
Missing
Percentage of Provider’s Household
Income Received from Child Care:
100 percent 18.5 2.1
76 to 99 percent 3.6 0.0
51 to 75 percent 38 6.1
26 1o 50 percent 28.5 40.7
25 percent or less 45.5 51.1
Information Regarding the Share of
Household Income Received from
Child Care is Missing 19.0 3.9
CCFP Reimbursement as a Percent of
Child Care Income:
75 to 100 percent 2.6 0.1
50 to less than 75 percent 23.0 2.7
25 to less than SO percent 39.2 377
[ess than 25 percent 35.2 59.5
Information Regarding the Share of
Child Care Income received from
CCFP Reimbursements is Missing 16.1 1.3
Number of Years as an FDCH Provider
Before Entering the CCFP 2.5 2.1
Number of Years Provider Has
Participated in the CCFP (mean) 3.1 3.6
Provider Has Had Previous Training
Related to Child Care 59.7 59.7
Number of Providers:
Weighted 16,468 28,031
Unweighted 80 143

SOURCE: CCFP Study, Family Day Care Provider Interview.

20One case is missing data for this variable.

15



TABLE 7
CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILDREN CARED FOR IN FDCHS BY WHETHER THE
PROVIDERS CLAIM THEIR OWN CHILDREN’S MEALS AND SNACKS
FOR REIMBURSEMENT

(Weighted; Means, Except As Noted)

Children Cared for in Participating FDCHs in Which
the Providers Care for Their Own Children

Providers Do Not Claim
Providers Claim Their Own Their Own Children’s

Children’s Meals and Meals and Snacks for
o Snacks for Reimbursement Reimbursment

Characteristic (Type 1A) (Type 1B)
Participation in Child Care:

Number of days per week 4.7 4.6

Number of hours per week 32.8 33.9

Number of hours per day 6.9 7.2
Number of Meals Served to

Child by Provider per Day 1.5 1.4
Number of Snacks Served to

Children by Provider per Day 1.6 1.4
Percentage of Children Who Are

Handicapped or Special Needs

Children 22 2.5
Average Age of Child 4.4 4.0
Percentage of Children Who Are:

Infants 153 15.1

Toddlers 9.1 15.6

Pre-schoolers 49.0 43.8

School-age children 26.6 25.5
Race/Ethnicity of Child (Percent):

White/non-Hispanic 67.1 91.1

Nonwhite/non-Hispanic 22.6 6.5

Hispanic 10.3 2.4
Percent of Children in FDCH That

Bring a Meal or Snack from

Home 3.6 39
Number of Children:

Weighted 74,998 198,274

Unweighted 206 517

SOURCE: CCFP Study, Parent and Family Day Care Provider Interviews.

NOTE: Seventy-two observations were excluded from this table because of missing data.
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FDCHs contain a much larger percentage of nonwhite/non-Hispanic and Hispanic children (33

percent) than Type 1B FDCHs (9 percent).

D. CHARACTERISTICS OF HOUSEHOLDS OF PARTICIPATING CHILDREN

The income distributions presented in Table 6 suggest that Type 1A providers are more likely
to be located in low-income areas than Type 1B providers. The results presented in Table 8 reinforce
this by showing that Type 1A providers care for children who are frequently from low-income
households. Households of children cared for in Type 1A FDCHs have somewhat lower incomes
than households of children cared in Type 1B FDCHs and are twice as likely to have an income that
is at or below 185 percent of the poverty threshold. In addition, households of participating children
in Type 1A FDCHs are slightly more likely to receive benefit payments from five of six selected
assistance programs.

Households of participating children in Type 1A FDCHs tend to be slightly larger than
households of participating children in Type 1B FDCHs, and are more likely to be headed by a single
female.! Finally, mothers of children cared for in Type 1A FDCHs are somewhat more likely to be

unemployed than mothers of children cared for in Type 1B FDCHs.

IHouseholds in which only the mother was present were assumed to be headed by the mother.
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